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1 . Claims 1 -42 are pending. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicants arguments filed 5/03/06 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive to overcome the prior art. 

A. As per claim 1 , Applicant argues the prior art fails to discloses "a primary state 
of session data configured for access by a plurality of application servers". 

Examiner point outs the prior art taught a network environment [Aridor, Wide are 
network, col 9 line 50], one or more Java server applications [Aridor, col 15 lines 53-60], 
and "a primary state of session data configured for access by a plurality of servers" or a 
configuration file determined the field of an application classs [Aridor, a configuration file 
supplier by a programmer, col 18 lines 43-53] wherein the appplication were stored in 
server or master node of the cluster or WAN [Aridor, cluster, col 3 lines 22-64; WAN, col 
9 line 50, Java server applications, col 15 lines 53-60]. 

B. As per claim 1 , Applicant argues the prior art fails to discloses "compare a 
client state of the session data to a benchmark of the client state to determine a subset 
of the attributes that have been modified in the client state" 

Examiner point outs the prior art taught the synchronized method or comparison 
process [Aridor, synchronized method, col 19 lines 18] using a synchronization 
mechanism to modify a cached field or state on all nodes or client machines [Aridor, 
synchronization mechanism modifying a cached field at any nodes, col 25 line 35-col 26 
line 28] including the compare cached data or subset of attributes [Aridor, compare 
cached data, col 26 line 60-col 27 line 7] or benchmark measures the threads or state 
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between client and server transactions wherein the benchmark of machine state was 
well-known in Java server benchmarks [Aridor, Java server benchmarks with 
benchmark measure the throughput or transaction, col 29 lines 16-31]. 

C. As per claim 1 , Applicant argues the prior art fails to discloses "synchronize 
the primary state (i.e. a first set of data or master set) with the client state (i.e. a second 
set of data or replicas set)" 

Examiner point outs the prior art taught the synchronized method or comparison 
process [Aridor, synchronized method, col 19 lines 18] using a synchronization 
mechanism to modify a cached field or state on all nodes or client machines [Aridor, 
synchronization mechanism modifying a cached field at any nodes, col 25 line 35-col 26 
line 28]. It was clearly that the synchronized process included two set of data which 
could be server to server, server to client or client to client. The synchronized primary 
state or a synchronized information between server and client is not patentable. 

D. As per claim 3, Applicant argues the prior art fails to discloses "perform binary 
differencing of binary representation of the client state and binary representation of 
benchmark of the client state". 

Examiner point outs the binary data or digital signal or binary signal is well-known 
in computer network art. The prior art taught a benchmark program finds the shortest or 
different route among set of cities [Aridor, the benchmark TSP, col 30 lines 45-51]. It 
was clear that a benchmark program compares the different of two set of binary data. 
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E. As per claim 4, Applicant argues the prior art fails to discloses "perform object 
graph differencing of an object graph representation of the client state and an object 
graph representation of benchmark of the client state". 

Examiner point outs the prior art taught a benchmark program finds the shortest 
or different route among set of cities [Aridor, the benchmark TSP, col 30 lines 45-51], It 
was clear that a benchmark program compares the different of two set of binary data or 
object graph data. 

F. As per claim 5, Applicant argues the prior art fails to discloses "compare the 
tracked accessed attributes to a benchmark of the attributes of the client state to 
determine a subset of the tracked accessed attributes that have been modified in the 
client state; and synchronize the primary state with the client state according to the 
subset of the tracked accessed attributes" 

Examiner point outs the prior art taught compare data [Aridor, compared data, col 
26 lines 66] including tracked attributes or tracked information [Aridor, track replicas or 
subset, col 13 lines 54-65], synchronization and modified data [Aridor, synchronized, 
modifying a cached field, col 26 lines 20]. 

Thus the rejection sis sustained. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. Claims 1-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 
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There is no definition of the primary state in specification. It was unclear what 
applicant means synchronize the primary state with client state. Examiner assumes the 
synchronize the two set of information between two nodes. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Aridor 
et al [Aridor, 6,618,737 B2]. 

4. As per claim 1 , Aridor discloses A system, comprising: 

a distributed store comprising a primary state of session data configured for 
access by a plurality of application servers [Aridor, Java server applications, col 15 lines 
53-60], wherein the session data comprises a plurality of attributes [Aridor, a scenario 
with value of threads, col 21 lines 1-33; a predefine set of criteria, col 36 lines 40]; 

a first one of the application servers comprising a client state of the session data 
[Aridor, locally status, col 8 line 62-col col 9 line 36], wherein the application server is 
configured to provide access to the session data to processes executing within the 
application server; 
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wherein the system is configured to: 

compare the client state to a benchmark of the client state to determine a subset 
of the attributes that have been modified in the client state [Aridor, compare cached 
data, col 26 line 60-col 27 line 7; a set of micro benchmark, col 10 lines 39-55]; and 

synchronize the primary state (i.e.: master copy) with the client state according to 
the subset of the attributes [Aridor, master object, col 4 lines 47-65; synchronization 
mechanism, col 25 lines 35-67]. 

5. As per claim 2, Aridor discloses the application server is configured to provide 
access to the session data for one or more client sessions of the system [Aridor, 
supporting access to remote objects, col 3 lines 50-64]. 

6. As per claim 3, Aridor discloses the system is further configured to perform 
binary differencing of a binary representation of the client state and a binary 
representation of the benchmark of the client state to locate the modified attributes 
[Aridor, 4-byte words, col 12 lines 14-21]. 

7. As per claim 4, Aridor discloses the system is further configured to perform object 
graph differencing of an object graph representation of the client state and an object 
graph representation of the benchmark of the client state [Aridor, two objects with 
different run-time behavior, col 4 line 1]. 
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8. As per claim 5, Aridor discloses the first application server is configured to track 
accesses of the attributes of the client state, wherein the system is configured to: 
compare the tracked accessed attributes to a benchmark of the attributes of the client 
state to determine a subset of the tracked accessed attributes that have been modified 
in the client state; and synchronize the primary state with the client state according to 
the subset of the tracked accessed attributes [Aridor, tracking, monitoring, col 25 lines 
48-63]. 

9. As per claim 6, Aridor discloses the first application server is further configured to 
track only mutable attributes [Aridor, mutability, mutable, col 16 line 65-col 17 line 6]. 

10. As per claim 7, Aridor discloses the first application server is further configured to 
track only mutable accesses of the attributes of the client state, wherein mutable 
accesses comprise write accesses of any of the attributes of the client state [Aridor, 
mutability, mutable, col 16 line 65-col 17 line 6]. 

11. As per claim 8, Aridor discloses the system is further configured to perform 
binary differencing of a binary representation of the tracked accessed attributes and a 
binary representation of the benchmark of the attributes of the client state to locate the 
modified tracked accessed attributes [Aridor, 4-byte words, col 12 lines 14-21]. 
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12. As per claim 9, Aridor discloses the system is further configured to perform object 
graph differencing of an object graph representation of the tracked accessed attributes 
and an object graph representation of the benchmark of the attributes of the client state 
to locate the modified tracked accessed attributes [Aridor, different instances, col 19 
lines 40-et seq.]. 



13. Claims 10-42 contain the similar limitations set forth in claims 1-9. Therefore 
claims 10-42 are rejected for the same rationale set forth in claims 1-9. 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to examiner Thong Vu, whose telephone number is (571)-272-3904. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday from 6:00AM- 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Caldwell, can be reached at (571) 272-3868. The fax number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval IPAIRI system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PMR or Public PMR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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